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property transferred to plaintiff as matter of law after all law days expired;
whether final judgment disposing of counterclaim is separate and distinct from
judgment on associated complaint; whether foreclosure judgment gave rise to
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due to appeal from judgment on counterclaim.

State v. Bialowas . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 179
Manslaughter in second degree; evasion of responsibility in operation of motor

vehicle in violation of statute ([Rev. to 2009] § 14-224 [a]); claim that trial court
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exclusion from evidence of video interview of witness who was unavailable to
testify where claim was raised for first time in reply brief; claim that harm
resulting from court’s allegedly erroneous ruling was implicit in defendant’s
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of ruling in principal brief.
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Supreme Court precedent.
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denied petition for certification to appeal after erroneously concluding that trial
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and present testimony of expert on false memory syndrome in child sexual
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